BIOLOGICAL OPINION SUMMARY
Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Grazing Allotments

Date of opinion: April 22, 1999

Action agency: U.S. Forest Service, Coconino National Forest, Mormon Lake Ranger
District

Project: Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Grazing Allotments

Location: Coconino County

Listed species affected: Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida), bald eagle
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus), and American peregrine falcon (Falco
peregrinus anatum).

Biological Opinion: Non-jeopardy for the Mexican spotted owl. Concurrence with “may
effect, not likely to adversely dfect” for the bald eagle and peregrine
falcon.

Incidental take statement:

Level of take anticipated: The Service anticipatesincidental take will occur to three
pairs of Mexican spotted owls and their young associated with the Weimer Springs PAC
(040532), the Red Raspberry PAC (040503), and the Mint Springs PAC (040523) prior to
implementation of reasonable and prudent measures. Thisincidental takeisin the form
of harm by the reduction in suitability of the habitat for prey species, thus effecting the
ability of these owls to successfully reproduce Exceeding this level may require
reinitiation of formal consultation.

Reasonable and prudent measures: Two measures are provided. Theseinclude
implementation and enforcement of grazing restrictions at springs and associated
meadows in PACs within two pastures, and monitoring of grazing use within key grazing
areas in two pastures. Implementation of these measures through the terms and conditions
is mandatory.

Terms and conditions: Terms and conditions implement reasonable and prudent
measures and are mandatory requirements. Eleven terms and conditions are provided.
These include modifying andinstalling fences at Weimer and Mud Springs,
implementing specific utilization levelsin two pastures, completing specific monitoring
each year, and reporting results yearly to the Service.

Conservation recommendations: Ten conservation recommendations are provided.
Impl ementation of conservation recommendationsi s di screti onary.
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Mr. Bruce Greco

District Ranger

Mormon Lake Ranger District
4373 Lake Mary Rd.
Flagstaff, Arizona 86001

Dear Mr. Greco:

This document transmits the Fish and Wildlife Service's biological opinion based on our review
of the proposed Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Grazing Al lotments|ocated in Coconino County,
and its effects on the Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) (MSO) in accordance with
section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, asamended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).
Your July 22, 1998, request for formal consultation was received on July 27, 1998.

The Forest Service has determined that the Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Grazing Allotments
“may affect, and are likely to adversely affect” the MSO. In addition, the Forest Service has
determined that these allotments “may affect, but are not likely to adversely affect” the bad eagle
and the American peregrine falcon, for which the Service provides concurrences for these species
below.

This biological opinion is based on information provided in the Allotment Summaries for the
MSO (June 25, 1998 and July 22, 1998), numerous conversations with Heather Green )Mormon
Lake wildlife biologist) and Mike Hannemann and Buck Wickham (Flagstaff Center range
conservationists), field visits conducted on September 21, 1998, and October 15, 1998, additional
information presented on proposed monitoring (letter dated February 23, 1999), additional
information presented on past monitoring (letter dated March 5, 1999), and other sources of
information. Literature citedin this biological opinion is not a complete bibliography of all
literature avail able on the species of concern, livestock grazing and its effeds to the MSO, or on
other subjects considered in this opinion. A complete administrative record of this consultation
ison file at this office.
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It isthe Service's biological opinion that implementation of the proposed Mud-Tinny and Tinny

Springs Grazing Allotments are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the Mexican
spotted owl.

CONCURRENCES

BALD EAGLE

There are no known bald eagle nests in either the Mud-Tinny or Tinny Springs Allotments.
Eagles winter in the area, arriving around October and staying into April but some may linger
throughout the year. Winter surveys are conducted annually for this species and counts appear to
vary according to prey availability within lows of around five to highs of around 68 in recent
years for the areaincluding Mormon Lake and Upper/Lower Lake Mary. Up to 120 eagles were
sighted at Mormon Lake in February 1995, presumably capitalizing on a fathead minnow winter
die off.

According to the Forest Service, the Mud-Tinny Allotment contains six known winter roosts, two
characteristic winter roosts (sites which display appropriate characteristics but where roosting has
not been documented), and probably a number of unknown roosts. Known roosts are associated
with Mormon Lake and Mormon Mountain. Y ellow pines and snags are used for perching and
day roosts throughout this allotment, particularly adjacent to Mormon Lake. Foraging may occur
year round but is concentrated around Mormon Lake during ice free portions of the winter when
eagles feed on waterfow! or fish. Eagles may feed on carrion throughout the dlotment.

Because of its proximity to relatively permanent waters, the Tinny Springs Allotment provides
foraging opportunities, perches and roosts for bald eagles that winter in the area between October
and April. ThisAllotment contains two known winter roosts as well as various potential winter
roosts. On two consecutive daysin late January 1996, over 40 eagles were counted leaving one
of the roostsin this dlotment. Eagle perches are found throughout theallotment.

Eagle roosting could be affected if cattle concentrations, improvement construction or other
grazing associated activities occur within an area so as to disturb winter roosting behavior.
Roosting and feeding activities could be directly affected if riparian grazing occurs such that
recruitment of large treesis reiarded or riparian areas are impacted to the extent that fish
populations are negatively affected.

Few activities associated with cattle grazing occur when the bald eages are present. Riparian
areas exist as relatively small springs on the Allotments, but do not contain much potential for
the large decidious trees typically used as nesting habitat. Cattle grazing does not affect existing
roosts or perches or recruitment of these trees. The only riparian where cattle could affect
recruitment of large decidious riparian treesis Mormon Lake. Catle grazing for 10 days within
thisriparian area every fall (in Mud-Tinny) may impact the recruitment of these trees, but the
short graze period and the size of the pasture will minimize the overall utilization of these trees.
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Utilization monitoringwill occur to insure that cattle do nat utilize more than 20% of trees.
Upland grazingwould increase sedimentation levds to some extent but would not be likely to
decimate the introduced fish populations in Mormon Lake. The overlap time between eages and
cows isonly in the month of October and this is when eagle abundance is till relatively low.

The Service concurs with the Forest Service' s determination that the Mud-Tinny and Tinny
Springs Allotments “may effect, but are not likely to adversely affect” the bald eagle

PEREGRINE FALCON

The Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments do not contain any known peregrine eyries. The
north slope of Mormon Mountain located in the Mud-Tinny Allotment may contain potential
nesting habitat. Thislocation isinaccessible to cattle due to topography. Both allotments are
used by foraging falcons likely from the Walnut Canyon and Mount Elden eyries which are
between nine and twelve miles north of the Mud-Tinny Allotment, and between 18 and 24 miles
north of the Tinny Springs Allotment.

Grazing and related action could affect peregrines by impacting key foraging aress (i.e. riparian),
habitat |oss due to surface disturbing activities, and cattle concentrations or improvement
construction too dose to eyries. Portions of the watershed (meadows and riparian) arein less
than satisfactory condition. Fence construction planned in the Mud-Tinny Allotment is not
expected to effect the peregrine falcon.

Mormon Lake and the wetlands associated with Anderson Mesa are expected to provide themain
peregrine foraging habitat within and proximate to the two allotments because waterfowl, birds
and fish concentrate there. Prey habitat is likely influenced in these areas by fluctuating water
levels. Mormon Lake has dried up twice since 1989. Upland grazing could increase
sedimentation into Mormon Lake but this is not expected to negatively affect prey habitat. Cattle
use of Mormon Lake isfor 10 days in the Mud-Tinny Allotment and usually concentrated in
meadows surrounding the lake.

In both allotments, prey habitat may be modified as aresult of holding/gathering activities, but
the effects to fdcon prey ae expected to be minimal due to duration and scope of theactivitiesin
relationship to the falcons foraging area. Some soil disturbance and plant mortality is expected
in these pastures but natural revegetation should occur within the holding pastures since
gathering occurs over a short time frame. Livestock pressure, combined with elk use, may slow
improvement.

The Service concurs with the Forest Service' s determination that the Mud-Tinny and Tinny
Springs Allotments “may effect, but are not likely to adversely affect” the peregrine falcon.

CONSULTATION HISTORY
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On December 4, 1995, the Service concurred with a determination of “may affed, not likely to
adversely affect” the MSO and its critical habitat for the Mud and Tinny Springs Allotments.
This concurrence was based on building one tank located in a M SO PAC outside of the breeding
season, and upon implementation of mitigation to reduce disturbance to M SO during the
breeding season when building fence in PACs. Since the last consultation, the Mexican Spotted
Owl Recovery Plan has been issued as well as a new Forest Plan Amendment and the Forest
Service indicates that they intend to be consistent as much as possible with both of these
documents.

The Forest Service requested formal consultation for the Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs
Allotments on July 22, 1998. This request was received by the Service's Flagstaff Suboffice on
July 27, 1998. Since consultation for these two allotments was completed in 1995, some
adjustments have been made to rotations and monitoring schemes which is an improvement to
prior management. Informal discussions regarding effectsdetermination occurred previous to
this date between Heather Green, Mormon Lake wildlife biologist and Michele James of the
Service. Field visits were conducted on September 21, 1998, and October 15, 1998. Springs and
tanks within MSO protected activity centers (PA Cs) were visited: Wel mer Spring, Mud Spring,
and Mint Spring as well as Red Raspberry Tank and the Lockwood Pasture. Further details of
the project and consultation were discussed with Heather Green on December 3, December 7,
and December 10, 1998, and with Mike Hannemann, range conservationist, on December 3,
December 7, and December 14, 1998, and with Buck Wickham, range conservationist on
December 7, 1998. A meeting was held on February 23, 1999, between the Service and the
Forest Service to discuss proposed terms and conditions. The Forest Service provided
information on additional proposed monitoring and a change in proposed utilization levels for the
North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs Pasturesin aletter to the Service dated
February 23, 1999. The Forest Service aso provided information on the 1985-1987 inspection
and re-reading of range transects on the Tinny Springs Allotment in aletter to the Service dated
March 5, 1999. Updated PAC boundaries and acreage figures for the Weimer, Mint and Red
Raspberry PACs were provided to the Flagstaff Subofficeon April 6, 1999.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

This consultation isfor continued useof the Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments until
approximately the year 2002-2003 when additional andysis will occur for the new Allotment
Management Plan.

The Mud-Tinny Allotment consists of 75,885 acres southeast of Flagstaff, Arizona, on the
Mormon Lake Ranger District of the Coconino National Forest. The Allotment is located within
all or portions of T17N, R8E, sections 1-18, 24; T17N, ROE, sections 6-9, 16-21; T18N, R8E,
section 1-5, 8-16, 20-28, 22-26; T18N, R9E, sections 4-9, 15-22, 25-36; T18N, R10E, section 30;
T19N, R7E, sections 1-4, 9-12, 13-16, 22-26; T19N, R8E, sections 6-8, 11, 14-36; T19N, ROE,
sections 31-33.
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The Tinny Springs Allotment consists of 12,200 acres southeast of Hagstaff, Arizona, and is
located on the Mommon Lake Ranger District of the Coconino National Forest. The Allotment is
located within all or portions of T17N, R9OE, Sections 1-24, and 28. This allotment partially
overlaps with the Mud-Tinny Allotment in T17N R9E, sections 6-9 and 16-21.

The mgjority of the Mud-Tinny Allotment is composed of ponderosa pine community at an
elevation range of 6,900-8,300 feet. Within the ponderosa pine community lies scattered pockets
of mountain meadows, ponderosa pine/Gambel oak, mixed conifer, aspen, and riparian
community types. Mormon Lakeisthe only natural wetland. Springsin the Mud-Tinny
Allotment which have some riparian vegetation include: Railroad, Sheep, Bristow, L ockwod,
Double, Hoxworth, Wdlace, Tinny, Mud, Mayflowver, Sedge, lowa Camp, Van Deren, Thomas,
Tree, Mint, and Navajo. Hoxworth Spring was excluded from ungulate grazing in the spring of
1998 through the construction of an elk-proof fence.

The Mud-Tinny grazing system is a nine pasture deferred rest rotation system. The current
grazing permit information and typical grazing rotations are listed below for this allotment. The
Forest Serviceindicates that these dates may vary from year to year and that this tablerepresents
the pattern of pasture use for 1997. Timing and length of grazing may vary from year to year
based on avariety of factors (pers. comm. M. Hannemann). For instance, the North Mormon
Mountain Pasture may be grazed at any time from August through mid-October, and rested one
in four years; the South Tinny Springs Pasture may be grazed from early June through July for
two and a half months by the yearlings assodated with the Mud-Tinny Allotment, but at any time
of the year by the 40 cow/calf associated with the Tinny Springs Allotment (pers. comm. M.
Hannemann). A review of the grazing schedules for 1997-1999 indicates that the North Mormon
Mountain Pasture, grazed by the Mud-Tinny herd, will not be rested for one year (due to the need
for afence) but has been deferred every other year. The grazing schedules for 1997-1999 for the
South Tinny Springs Pasture indicates that this pasture, grazed by the Mud-Tinny herd, is not
rested or deferred in any year, and that the every other year the Tinny Springs herd also grazes
this pasture.

MUD-TINNY ALLOTMENT

Permitee Name Permit Type Season Permitted No.
Lockett Ranches Term 6/1-10/31 1232 yearlings

Tinny Spgs Allot.
Pasture Name Use Dates Total Days  Total No. Days No.
North Tinny Spgs 6/1 - 6/21 21 1232 54 40
South Tinny Spgs 6/22 - 7/11 21 1232 55 40
Sawmill Spgs 6/22 - 7/11 21 1232 55 40
Brolliar 7/12 - 7/26 15 1232 21 40
Van Deren 7/12 - 7/26 15 1232 21 40
Bar M 7/27 - 8/20 25 ~800
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Fulton 7127 - 8/20 25 ~400
S. Mormon Mtn. 8/21-9/15 25 1232
Long Park Holding 8/21 - 9/15 25 1232
N. Mormon Mtn. 9/16 - 10/17 30 1232
Mormon Lake 10/18 - 10/28 10 1232
L ockwood holding mid/late Oct. up to 10 up to 1232
Pinegrove holding mid/late Oct. upto5 up to 1232
*South Howard Mtn. Optional use, yearling rest likely 1232
*North Howard Mtn. Yearlongrestin Year 1 1232
*Coulter Yearlongrestin Year 1 1232

*Coulter is used as a grazing pasture with North Howard Mountain. In the years when North and
South Howard are grazed, up to 30 days of use by full herd would be expected.

Tinny Springs Allotment

Brolliar 21 days 40 head
North Tinny 54 40
South Tinny 55 40

The mgjority of the Tinny Springs Allotment consists of ponderosa pine & an elevation of
approximately 7,000 feet. Within the ponderosa community lie scatered pockets of mountain
meadows and riparian community types. Springs on the allotment include Sawmill, Mint, Sedge,
lowa Camp, Tinny, Railroad, Fulton and VVan Deren Springs, all of which have some riparian
grasses and sedges.

The Tinny Springs Allotment grazing system is a three-pasture deferred rest-rotation.
The current term grazing permit information and typical grazing rotation is listed below:

TINNY SPRINGS ALLOTMENT

Permittee Name Permit Type Season Permitted No.
Estate of Virgina Term 6/1-10/31 40 cows/caf & hulls
Webb

Pasture Name Use Dates Total Days  Total Number
Brolliar 6/1 - 6/21 21 40

Fulton 6/22 - 7/1 21 40

N. Tinny Spgs. 7/12 - 9/3 54 40

S. Tinny Spgs 9/4-10/31___ 55 40

Additional permitted use:
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Permittee Name Permit Type Season Permitted No.
Lockett Ranches Term 6/1-10/31 1232 yearlings
Pasture Name Use Dates Total Days  Total Number
N. Tinny Spgs. 6/1-6/21 21 1232

S. Tinny Spgs 6/22-7/1_____ 21 1232

Sawmill Spgs. 6/22 - 7/11 21 1232

Brolliar 7/12 - 7/26 15 1232

Van Deren 7/12 - 7/26 15 1232
Fulton 7/27 - 8/20 25 ~400

In both allotments, salt or mineral supplement locations are rotated annually and avoid areas
where cattle concentrations could cause excessive vegetation trampling, soil loss or disturbance
to sensitive species or habitats. These areas include MSO PACs, northern goshawk PFA’s, rare
plant habitat, riparian vegetation, meadows and locations closer than 1/4 mile from a water
source.

In Mud-Tinny, new structural improvements are planned sometime before 2002 within Bar M
Pasture, Mormon Mountain Pasture, and Howard Mountain Pasture. The Dairy Springs el ectric
fence will be converted to barbed wire. These improvements were evaluated in the 1995
consultation. No new structural improvements are planned in the Tinny Springs Allotment.

The Forest Service indicates that the grazing system is intensive with the allowablelevel of
utilization on herbaceous vegetation in all pastures set at 50% on both the Mud-Tinny and Tinny
Springs Allotments The Forest Service believes this level of useis appropriate with these
Intensive grazing management systems regardless of range condition in thisarea. The main
reasons for this higher use level isthe reduction in grazing of regrowth by cattle, increased
amount of pasturerest, and the increased amount of seasonal deferment (pers. comm. M.
Hannemann). When the 50% utilization levels are reached the livestock will be removed from
the pastures. Utilization monitoring is conducted by the permittee in each pasture on adaily
basis with Forest Service personnel monitor approximaely once amonth (pers. comm. M.
Hannemann).

The Forest Service states that grazing of some areas within pastures and particularly in riparian
and meadow areas in excess of 50% is possible due to the increased forage produced in these
sites which attracts both livestock and wildlife. It isalso possible that riparian and meadow areas
will attain 50% utilization based purely on ungulate use prior to livestock moving into the area.
In an average year some level of utilization in these meadows and riparian aeas by livestock is
likely despite having already attained utilization levels based on wild ungulate use. If in agiven
year the situation is extreme due to drought, numbers of livestock will be reduced oveall prior to
grazing (pers. comm. M. Hannemann).
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In aletter to the Service dated February 23, 1999, the Forest Service indicated that they were
changing the utilization level from 50% to 40% in the North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny
Springs Pastures  The Forest Service indicates tha they believe the 40% utilization level is
appropriate with an intensive grazing system. They anticipate that the 40% utilization will lower
height of grasses but believe that the height prior to cows, along with anticipated re-growth and
even residual height during grazing should provide cover for adiversity of small mammals. The
Forest Service also indicates that utilization in these two pastures will be monitored in key areas
of concern which will result in afiner trigger for cow movement (see Proposed Monitoring
section below for more information).

Past Monitoring Results

The Mud-Tinny Allotment range condition information was collected in 1960 and indicated that
57,586 acreswerein “fair” condition and 2,7318acres were in “poor” condition. The Tinny
Springs Allotment range condition information was collected in 1960 and indicated that 11,752
acreswerein “fair” condition and 448 acres werein “poor” condition. Since that time, ocular
estimates on both allotments indicate that range condition has remained static or improved
mainly through thinning the dense ponderosa pine forest. The 1986 report for Tinny Springs (in
litt. March 5, 1999) indicated that vegetative trend was dramatically up in both the pine-
bunchgrass and dry meadow types; in pinebunchgrass, the condition class rose from medium fair
to low good, and in the dry meadow type, the condition class rose from alow fair to alow good.
The upward trend in the bunchgrass type was due primarily to an increase in cool season
decreasers and moderate increase in plant density, while the increase in the meadow type resulted
from increasesin both decreasa's and increasars and a high inarease in plant density. The Forest
Service indicates that in general, “poor” range conditions exist in meadows and around tanks.
The 1986 report for Tinny Springs (in litt. March 5, 1999) indicate that during livestock use the
meadow and riparian areas have been overgrazed.

Soil conditionsin the Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments, as reported in the Mud/Tinny
Springs Environmental Assessment (November 1995), are satisfactory within those Terrestrial
Ecosystem Survey map units dominated by ponderosa pine and mixed conifer. Approximately
89 percent of the allotments are in satisfactory soil condition. Within meadow areas however,
soil conditions are unsatisfactory due to soil compaction. Thisisaresult of historic and current
activities including grazing by ungulates, roads and recreation. Approximately four percent of
the allotments are in unsatisfactory soil conditions. Several areas within the allotments are
capable of supporting adiversity of aquatic and terrestrial species that are highly dependent on
moist soil conditions. These areas generally occur within drainages and in meadows that support
ahigh water table. The riparian meadows are dominated by grasses such as Poa pratensis,
Muhlenbergia wrightii, Carex Spp., and Juncus spp. Salix pp. communities exi s in rocky,
riparian stream channels (Mud/Tinny Springs Environmental Assessment, November 1995).
Hoxworth Spring, Fulton Canyon, and Middle Newman Canyon are major riparian drainages
occurring on the Allotments. Several small seeps and springs also ocaur on the allotments
including Mint, Tinny, Mud, Weimer, Lockwood and Tree Springs. These springs have been
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modified in the past to impound water. The Forest Service indicates that in 1995 the conditions
of the springs were best described as fair (Mud/Tinny Springs Environmental Assessment,
November 1995).

Past Monitoring

Utilization monitoring using the methods described in the project descriptionwas conducted in
1998. Specifically, monitoring occurred in four key areas in the North Tinny and South Tinny
pastures of the Mud-Tinny Allotment (meadow, riparian, aspen, and ponderosa pine). Each key
areawas visitedin May 1998 and again in December 1998. Wickham (in litt. December 8, 1998)
found that in 1998, overall utilization in the four areas was within the established utilization
percentages (50%). Some areas did receive higher utilization levels than desired. Theareas
which did receive higher use were associated with waters or meadows. Specifically, the areas of
concern were the meadows associated with Weimer Spring, Mud Spring, Tie Park, Brollier Park,
Long Park, and to a lesser extent the area adjacent to Red Raspberry Tank. Wickham (in litt.
December 8, 1998) reports that the combined use by both cattle and ek in these aeas has
resulted in high utilization. Monitoring indicated that riparian areas continued to receive alarge
amount of use fromelk which grazethe areas for mast of the summer season. Livestock usein
conjunction with elk use totaled more than the desired utilization within all but a few riparian
areas.

Monitoring at the meadow key area (not located within a PAC) indicated that utilization of
Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis) was 20% in May and 50% in December; utilization of
wheatgrass (Agropyron spp.) was 5% in May and 15% in December; and utilization of forbs was
30% in May and 40% in December. Utilization in the riparian monitoring plot (located below
the tank at Mint Springs) indicated use at 0% on al speciesin May. Usein December was 40%
on Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis) , 40% on forb species, and 20% on rushes (Juncus spp.).
Utilization in the ponderosa pine site indicated use in May of 0% on Arizona fescue (Festuca
arizonica) and blue gramma (Bouteloua gracilis) and use of 10% on Kentucky bluegrass (Poa
pratensis) . December monitoring at this siteindicated use of 25% of Kentucky bluegrass (Poa
pratensis), 30% of blue gramma (Bouteloua gracilis), and 0% of Arizonafescue (Festuca
arizonica). Wickham indicates that much of the use within meadow and riparian aress was a
result of elk use aswell as livestock.

Monitoring in previous yearsindicates that theMud-Tinny pemittee was not in compliancein
1997. Minor modifications were made in 1998 to the graze period in the North Howard
Mountain Pasture and Hoxworth Spring was fenced. The 1997 Allotment Inspection Report
(Wickham and Hannemann 1997) states that elk numbers are high in this allatment and elk useis
asignificant impact to the forage base (in /itt. October 31, 1997). The permitteewas mostly in
compliance in 1998, some minor problems were identified and will be fixed in 1999 (pers.
comm. M. Hannemann). In the Tinny Springs Allotment thereis no record of compliance
monitoring in 1996 or 1997. M. Hannemann (pers. comm.) indicates that compliance was
achieved in 1998. The condition and trend monitoring conducted as monitoring for both
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allotments consistsof reading pemanent range duster transectsthat were established in the early
1950s. The Forest Service indicates that these transects have not been read since 1986.

Proposed Monitoring

Monitoring of both allotments from 1998 until NEPA is conduded (planned for 2002) will
include the following:

Compliance: Throughout each grazing season compliance monitoring will be done by Forest
Service personnel to determine accomplishment of theterms and conditions of this permit,
Allotment Management Plan (AMP), and annual operation instructions.

Allotment Inspections: Allotment ingoections are a written summary done each fall by Forest
Service personnel to document compliance monitoring and to provide an overall history of tha
year’ sgrazing. This document may indude weather higory, the year’ s successes, problems,
improvement suggesti ons for the future, and monitoring summary.

Range Readiness: Each spring before cattle move above the Mogollon Rim, range readiness will
be assessed by Forest Servicepersonnel to deteemine if vegetative conditions are ready for cattle
grazing. Therangeisgenerally ready for grazing when cool season grasses are |leafed out, forbs
arein bloom, and brush and aspen are leafed out. These characteristics indicate the gowing
season has progressed far enough to replenish root reserves so that grazing will not seroiusly
impact there forage plants.

Forage Production: Production surveys for the allotment will be done every nine to 13 years.
Cattle numbers could be adjusted as aresult of evaluating these figures.

Rangeland Utilization: Utilization monitoring is an estimate of the available forage by weight
consumed or trampled through grazing and is expressed as a percent of current year’s biomass
removed. Utilization monitoring is designed to assess key forage utilization levels by cattle and
elk during the year and from year to year. Key forage species for this allotment include western
wheatgrass, blue grama, squirreltail, and Arizonafescue in the ummer range and needlegrass
blue grama, black grama, sand dropseed, and sideoats gramain the winter range. Utilization
monitoring will be conducted by the permittee and spot-checked by Forest Service personnel
throughout the year in every grazed pasture. This monitoring will calculate an overall utilization
value for a pasture 1) before cattle go into a pasture, 2) within five days after cattle leave a
pasture, and 3) at the end of the growing season in thefall. Utilization will be averaged into the
following five categories. no use (0-10%), light use (11-20%), maderate use (21-50%), high use
(51-70%), and extreme use (71+%). The goal for utilization will be 50% or less by cdtle
throughout the year with thisintensive livestock grazing system.

In addition, key site and key species monitoring will be conducted at a minimum of one per herd
in each of the following habitat types: pine (0ak), riparian, mountain meadow, and aspen, if these
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habitat types are grazed by cattle. Four key area plots have been identified (in /itt. February 23,
1999): One plot isin North Tinny Pasture and represents utilization in large meadows by both
herds. Another North Tinny plot isin pure pine roughly between the lowa and Mint PACs. On
South Tinny Pagture plot providesutilization information in a ponderosapine/aspen community
with the nearest water %2 mile distant at Mint Tank within 1/4 mile of the Mint PAC. The fourth
key areaplot islocated in South Tinny Pasture as wdl, near Mint Tank, but outside of Mint PAC.
Utilization monitoringwill also occur in selected pastures rested from catle grazing by Forest
Service and/or Arizona Game and Fish Department personnel.

Condition and Trend: Watershed and vegetative condition and trend monitoring will help
determine the effectiveness of the AMP. Two types of transect monitoring techniques could be
used for the analysis: Parker 3-step and paced transects and paired nested rooted frequency and
cover transects. Both these transects will include photo points.

Parker 3-step and paced transect monitoring points were established throughout this allotment in
the 1950's-60's. From these transects the Forest Service will select transects that are located in
key areas that represent various TES soil unitscurrently in unsatisfactory condition or within
threatened, endangered or sensitive species habitat, such as mountain meadow, pine-oak, pinyon-
juniper, and desert grassland. Forest Service and ranch personnel will update the vegetative
ground cover data or at least reiake the photo points at these sites at least every 10 yearsto help
determine long-term trend throughout this allotment. In key areas where the Parker 3-step and
paced transeds don’t currently exist new vegetaive ground cove transects, with 300 points, will
be established using TES ground cover definitions.

At least one new paired nested rooted frequency and cover monitoring transects over the next
five yearswill be established within the allotment to record statistically how vegetative frequency
and ground cover changes over time. These paired transects will compare similar cattle grazed
and ungrazed sites as near to each other as possible. Nested rooted frequency plots record ground
cover and plant gecies composition, frequency, and cover data At each site a pemanent tenth
acre transect will be established. Five random lineswill be run out from this transect and 10
plots per line will be read using a standard canopy cover frame. These transects will be read
every five years by Forest Service personnel. These plots will be used to help determine the
effectiveness of the new AMP and long-term range and watershed trend.

Precipitation: Precipitation is currently recorded within or near this allotment at Flagstaff
National Weather Service Office at Bellmont, Flagstaff Airport, Sedona Airport and dl the active
fire lookout towers on the Forest.

Soil and Riparian Condition: The Intergovernmental Agreement between the Forest Service and
the State of Arizonathat controls water quality and the Clean Water Act requires implementation
and effectiveness monitoring. The Objectives of monitoring are to: 1) collect data sufficient to
assist line officers and resource managers in eval uating effects to management activities on soil
and water resources; 2) support changes in management activities to protect soil and water
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quality. Monitoring will help determined how successfully managers are implementing
Guidance Practices and how effectively those pradtices are at protecting soil and water quality.
Arizona Department of Environmentd Quality (ADEQ) will continue to monitor water qudity in
the area.

Evaluating watershed conditions can be assessed using information form the monitoring schemes
above. Monitoringof plant abundance, ground cover, species diversity and estimates of overall
soil condition will indicate whether or not management practices are effectively meeting
management goals. Trends toward improvements in species abundance and diversity should
indicate that management practices are effectively improving soil condition and by inference,
maintaining or improving downstream water quality and complying with water quality standards.
Conversely, decreases in plant abundance and species diversity may indicate that management
practices arenot effective and need to be changed. Environmental factors, especially
precipitation, will be considered when evaluating monitoring results.

Several fixed station Biocriteria Program and other water quality monitoring sites may be located
within or near the allotment. These sites have and are being used to track long-term conditions
and trends at critical pointsin awatershed and to develop biological criteriafor stream segments.
Information from these sites will be considered in evaluating the effectiveness of management
practices, but may be of limited value considering the multitude of influences affecting each
monitoring site.

Allowable use monitoring is conducted by the permittee on a daily basis in the pasture of use.
This monitoring is checked by Forest Service personnel on about a monthly basis during the
grazing season. If uselevels are found to exceed those allowable (e.g. 50%) in a particular
pasture, adjustments to the number of head or the length of grazing will be modified in the
following year (pers. comm. M. Hannemann).

On February 23, 1999, the Forest Service proposed additional monitoring as outlined below (in
litt. February 23, 1999):

Six key area monitoring sites will be established within the Red Raspberry (2), Weimer
Springs (2) and Mint Springs (2) PACs. Three of these plots will be setup at Weimer, Mud
and Mint Springs. The other three plots will be established within forested sites within each
of the three PACs using Key Area site definitions from the Recovery Plan. At each site,
information will be collected on plant species, plant frequency, plant canopy cover, ground
cover and utilization data.

Ocular plant canopy coverin 0.10 acre plotswill be established a each site. Theseplots will
be read every five years starting in 1999. These plots will be used to compare thesimilarity
of existing conditions with potential and desired vegetative community conditions.
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Plant frequency and ground cover data and plant canopy cover will be collected using plant
frequency sampling methods outlined in Ruyleet al. (1997). These plots (there will be at
least 200) will be read yearly for the first three years (1999, 2000 and 2001), then
approximately every 10 years. Thiswill allow monitoring of trendsin plant species
abundance, plant species distribution and ground cover. Thisinformaion will be statistically
valid. Desired vegetative conditions will be developed from the potential vegetative
community descriptions in the Tarestrial Ecosystem Surveys(TES). TES will be used to
determine the potential vegetation and then the Forest Service will determine the desired
vegetative conditions. Desired vegetative conditions would be described by referencing the
potential for the site. Each specific site will have its own variation. The factors that will be
compared are canopy cove and species richness for wols hahitat.

Utilization data will be recorded at each of the six new sites before cattle use, during cattle
use, after cattle use and at the end of the growing season. Forty percent use at three forested
sites within the North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs Pastures will trigger céttle
movement to other pastures within the current grazing period. Perennial grasses will be the
species examined for utilization because they comprise the majority of the understory
vegetation used as cover and/or seed heads by small mammals. If 40% utilization by wildlife
or livestock occurs in forested areas prior to cows coming on, the cows will not on to that
pasture and will bedirected to go to another area on or off the forest. The “during cow visit”
will indicate how much of the perennial grasses have been used since the prior visit. The
person doing the monitoring will be able to assess how much time remains until the 40%
utilization level is reached and will inform the permittee when the cows need to be moved.

The Forest Service anticipates that the prey ‘landscape in the forested sites, at 40%
utilization, should resemble the following: Many but not all of the individual perennial grass
plants will be grazed. In North Mormon Mountain Pasture, cattle come on mid-growing
season so some species will have grown, flowered and gone to seed prior to cattle use.
Seedheads will remain on some plants during cattle use and obviously will be removed by
wildlife and cattle during the times when they are there. Forbuse by wildlife and cattle will
be variable depending on what is available during the time they are present, the individual
feeding preferences of various ungulates, and will depend on growing conditions during the
growing season. Because of these variable, some forbs will have flowered and seeded prior
to cattle use, some will be eaten by wildlife, some will be eaten by cattle, some will flower
and seed out following cattle use, and some will not be eaten. No loss of vegetative species
is expected.

If the existing condition of the plots do not match the desired condition estimates, then the
Forest Service will decide what components of M SO habitat need improvement and the
rangeland goals will be modifiedto meet them.

STATUS OF THE SPECIES
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The Mexican spotted owl was listed as threatened on March 16, 1993 (58 FR 14248). Critical
habitat was designated for the species on June 6, 1995 (60 FR 29914), but was withdrawn in a
recent Federal Register notice (63 FR 14378). The Mexican spotted owl was originally described
from a specimen collected at Mount Tancitaro, Michoacan, Mexico, and named Syrnium
occidentale lucidum. The spotted owl was later assigned to the genus Strix. Specific and
subspecific names were changed to conform to taxonomic standards and the subspecies became
S. 0. lucida. The American Ornithologists Union currently recognizes three spotted owl
subspecies, including the California, S. o. occidentalis;, Mexican, S. o. lucida; and Northern, S. o.
caurina. The Mexican spotted owl is mottled in appearance with iregular whiteand brown spots
on its abdomen, back, and head. The spots of the Mexican spotted owl are larger and more
numerous than in the other two subspedes giving it alighter appearance. Several thin white
bands mark an otherwise brown tail. Unlike most owls, spotted owls have dark eyes.

The Mexican spotted owl is distinguished from the California and northern subspecies chiefly by
geographic di stributi on and plumage. The Mexican spotted owl has the largest geographic range
of the three subspecies. The range extends from the southern Rocky Mountansin Colorado and
the Colorado Plateau in southern Utah southward through Arizona and New Mexico and,
discontinuously through the Sierra Madre Occidental and Oriental to the mountains at the
southern end of the Mexican Plateau. There are no estimates of the ow!’ s historic population
size. Itshistoric range and present distribution are thought to be similar.

Using starch-gel electrophoresisto examine genetic variability among the three subspecies of
spotted owls, Barrowclough and Gutierrez (1990) found the Mexican spotted owl to be
distinguishable from the other two subspecies by a significant variation, which suggests
prolonged geographic isolation of the Mexican subspecies and indicates that the Mexican spotted
owl may represent a species distinct from the Cdifornia and Northern spotted owls.

The current known range of the Mexican spotted owl extends north from Aguascalientes, Mexico
through the mountains of Arizona, New Mexico, and western Texas, to the canyons of southern
Utah and southwestern Colorado, and the Front Range of central Colorado. Although thisrange
covers abroad area of the southwestern United States and Mexico, much remains unknown about
the species distribution within thisrange. Thisis especially true in Mexico where much of the
owl's range has not been surveyed. Information gaps also appear for the species distribution
within the United States. It is apparent that the owl occupies afragmented distribution
throughout its United States range corresponding to the availability of forested mountains and
canyons, and in some cases, rocky canyon lands.

The primary administrator of lands supporting owlsin the United States is the Forest Service.
According to the Mexican Spotted Owl Recovery Plan (USDI 1995), 91 percent of owls known
to exist in the United Staes between 1990 and 1993 occur on land administered by the Forest
Service. The majority of known owls have been found within Region 3 of the Forest Service,
which includes 11 National Forestsin New Mexico and Arizona. Forest Service Regions 2 and
4, including two naional forestsin Cdorado and threein Utah, support fewer owls.
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A reliable estimate of the numbers of owls throughout its entire range is not currently available
due limited information. Owl surveys conducted from 1990 through 1993 indicate that the
species persists in most locations reported prior to 1989, with the exception of riparian habitasin
the lowlands of Arizonaand New Mexico, and al previously occupied areas in the southern
states of Mexico. Increased survey efforts have resulted in additional sightings for all recovery
units. Fletcher (1990) calculated that 2,074 owls existed in Arizona and New Mexico in 1990
using information gathered by Region 3 of the Forest Service. Fletcher's calculations were
modified by the Service (USDI 1991), who estimated that therewere atotal of 2,160 owlsin the
United States. While the number of owls throughout its range is currently not available, the
Recovery Plan reports an estimate of owl sites based on 1990 - 1993 daa. Anowl "site"is
defined as“aviaua sighting of & least one adult owm or a minimum of two auditory detectionsin
the same vicinity in the same year.” Surveys from 1990 through 1993 indicate oneor more owls
have been observed at a minimum of 758 sites in the United States and 19 sitesin Mexico. At
best, total numbers in the United States range from 777 individuals, assuming each known gte
was occupied by a sngleowl, to 1,554 individuds, assuming each known s te was occupied by a
pair of owls.

Past, current, and future timber-harvest practices in Region 3 of the Forest Service, in addition to
catastrophic wildfire, were cited as the primary factors leadingto listing of the spatted owl as a
threatened species. Fletcher (1990) estimates that 1,037,000 acres of habitat were converted
from suitable (providing all requirements of the owl, e.g., nesting, roosting, and foraging) to
capable (oncesuitable, but no longer so). Of this, about 78.7 percent, or 816,000 acres was a
result of human management activities, whereas the remainder was converted moreor less
naturally, primarily by wildfire. Other factors which have or may lead to the decline of this
species include alack of adequate regulatory mechanisms.

Mexican spotted owls breed sporadically and do not nest every year. Mexican spotted owl
reproductive chronology varies somewhat across the range of the owl. In Arizona, courtship
apparently beginsin March with pairs roosting togethe during the day and calling to each other
at dusk (Ganey 1988). Eggsarelaidinlate March or, more typicaly, early April. Incubation
begins shortly after the first egg islaid, and is performed entirely by the female (Ganey 1988).
The incubation period for the Mexican spotted owl is assumed to be 30 days (Ganey 1988).
During incubation and the first hdf of the brooding period, the femae leaves the nes only to
defecate, regurgitate pellets, or to receive prey from the male, who does all or most of the
foraging (Forsman ez al. 1984, Ganey 1988). Eggs usualy hatch in early May, with nestling
owls fledging four to five weeks latter, and then dispersing in mid September to early October
(Ganey 1988).

Little is known about the reproductive output for the spotted owl. It varies both spatially and
temporally (White er al. 1995), but the subspecies demonstrates an average annual rate of 1.001
young per pair. Thereisinadequate data at this time to estimate population trend. Little
confidencein initial estimates has been expressed, and is due to its reliance on juvenile survival
rates which are believed to be biased low, and due to the insufficient time period over which
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studies have been conducted.

Based on short-term population and radio-tracking studies, and longer-term monitoring studies,
the probability of an adult Mexican spotted owl surviving from one year to the next is 0.8 to 0.9.
Juvenile survival is considerably lower at 0.06 to 0.29, although it is believed these estimates
may be artificially low due to the high likelihood of permanent dispersal from the study area and
the lag of several years before marked juveniles reappear asterritory holders and are detected as
survivors through recapture efforts (White et al. 1995). Little research has been conducted on the
causes of mortality of the spatted owl, but predation by great horned owls, northern goshawks
red-tailed hawks, and golden eagles; starvation; and accidents or collisions may all be
contributing fectors.

Mexican spotted owls nest, roost, forage, and disperse in adiverse array of biotic communities.
Nesting habitat is typically in areas with complex forest structure or rocky canyons, and contain
mature or old-growth stands which are uneven-aged, multi-storied, and have high canopy closure
( Ganey and Balda 1989, USFWS 1991). In the northern portion of the range (southern Utah and
Colorado), most nests are in caves or on cliff ledges in steep-walled canyons. Elsewhere, the
majority of nests appear to bein Douglas-fir trees (Hetcher and Hollis 1994, Seamans and
Gutierrez 1995). A wider variety of tree speciesis used for roosting; however, Douglas-fir isthe
most commonly used species (Ganey 1988, Fletcher and Hollis 1994). Foraging owls use a
wider variety of forest conditions than for nesting or roosting. In northern Arizona, owls
generaly foraged dlightly more than expected in unlogged forests, and less so in selectively
logged forests (Ganey and Bdda 1994). However, patterns of habitat use varied among study
areas and individual birds, making generalizations difficult.

Seasonal movement patterns of Mexican spotted owls are variable. Some individuals are year-
round residents within an area, some remain in the same general area but show shifts in habitat-
use patterns, and some migrate considerabl e distances (20-50 kilometers / 12-31 miles) during
the winter, generally migrating to more open habitats at |lower elevations (Ganey and Balda 1989,
Willey 1993, Ganey et al. 1998). Home-range size of Mexican spotted owls appears to vary
considerably among habitats and/or geogrgphic areas (USDI 1995), rangng in size from 261to
1,487 hectares for individual birds, and 381 to 1,551 hectares for pairs (Ganey and Balda 1989).
Littleisknown about habitat use by juvenilesduring natd dispersa. Ganey er al. (1998) found
dispersing juvenilesin avariety of habitats ranging from high-elevation forests to pinyon-juniper
woodlands and riparian areas surrounded by desert grasslands. Some juvenilesremained in
forests similar to typical owl breeding habita.

Mexican spotted owlsconsume a variety of prey throughout their range but commaonly eat small
and medium sized rodents such as woodrats (Neotoma spp.), peromyscid mice, and microtine
voles. They may also consume bats, birds, reptiles, and athropods (Ward and Block 1995).
Habitat correlates of the owl's common prey emphasizes that each prey species uses a unique
microhabitat. Deer mice (Peromyscus maniculatus) are ubiquitous in distribution in comparison
to brush mice (Peromyscus boylei) which are restricted to drier, rockier substrates, with sparse
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tree cover. Mexican woodrats (V. mexicana) are typically found in areas with considerable shrub
or understory tree cover and high log volumesor rocky outcrops. Mexican voles (Micotus
mexicanus) are associated with high herbaceous cover, primarily grasses; whereas, long-tailed
voles (M. longicaudus) are found in dense herbaceouscover, primarily forbs, with many shrubs,
and limited tree cover. A diverse prey base isdependant on the availability and quality of diverse
habitats.

The Mexican Spotted Owl Recovery Plan (USDI 1995) provides for three levels of habitat
management: protected areas, restricted areas, and other forest and woodland types. "Protected
habitat" includes all known owl sites and all areasinmixed conifer or pine-oak forests with
slopes >40% where timber harvest has not occurred in the past 20 yeas, and all reserved lands.
"Protected Activity Centers' (PACs) are delineated around known Mexican spotted owl sites. A
PAC includes a minimum of 243 hectares (600 acres) designed to include the best nesting and
roosting habitat in the area. The recommended size for a PAC includes, on average from
available data, 75% of the foraging area of an owl. The management guidelines for protected
areas from the recovery plan are to take precedence for activities within protected areas.
"Restricted habitat" includes mixed conifer forest, pine-oak forest, and riparian areas, the
recovery plan provides less specific management guidelines for these areas. The Recovery Plan
provides no owl specific guidelines for "other habitat.”

The range of the Mexican spotted owl in the United States has been divided into six recovery
units (RUs) asidentified in the Recovery Plan (USDI 1995, part 11.B.). An additional five
recovery units were designated in Mexico. The recovay plan identifies recovery criteria by
recovery unit. The Upper GilaMountain Recovery Unit has the greatest known concentration of
ow! sitesin the United States. This unit is considered a critical nucleus for the owl because of its
central location within the owl's range, and presence of over 50 percent of the known owls. The
other recovery unitsin the United States, listed in decreasing order of known number of owls,
are: Basin and Range-East, Basin and Range-West, Colorado Plateau, Southern Rocky Mountain-
New Mexico, and Southern Rocky Mountain-Colorado.

From 1991 through 1997, Gutiarez et al. (1997, 1998) studied the demographic characteristics
of two Mexican spotted owl populationsin the Upper Gila Mountains Recovery Unit. The owl
populations studied were located onthe Coconino and Gila National Forests. Results of this
several-year study have shown adeclinein the population trend of Mexican spotted owls within
these areas. The reason for the reported decline is unknown. According to Gutierrez et al.
(1997), such atrend could be aresult of: 1) density dependent responses to an inarease over
carrying capacities; 2) aresponse to some environmental factor; or 3) senescence. The latter (i.e.
senescence) seems unlikely because there was also a negative linear trend in survival estimates
for owlsless than three years of age. Regarding carrying capacities responses to density
dependence are difficult to prove in the absence of removal or addition experiments.
Environmental fectors undoubtably play arolein owl survival, either through weather events
causing direct mortality or indirectly through reduced hahitat or prey (Gutierrez et al. 1997).
This study found that the ability of adult birds to survive successive years of poor environmental
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conditions may below (Gutierez et al. 1998).

At the end of the 1995 field season, the Forest Service reported atotal of 866 management
territories (MT9) established in locations where at least a single MSO had been identified (U.S.
Forest Service, in litt. November 9, 1995). The information provided at that time also included a
summary of teritories and aares of suitable habitat in each RU. Subsequently, asummary of dl
territory and monitoring datafor the 1995 field season on Forest Service lands was provided to
the Service on January 22, 1996. There were minor discrepancies in the number of MTs reported
in the November and January data. For the purposes of this analysis we are using the more recent
information. Table 1 displays the number of MTs and percentage of the total number of each
Forest (U.S. Forest Service, in litt., January 22, 1996).

Table 1. Number of management territories (MTs) as reported by the Forest Service (U.S. Forest
Service, in litt., January 22, 1996), percent of MTs as a proportion of the MTs in Forest Service
Region 3, and the percent of suitable habitat surveyed in each Forest by National Forest (Fletcher
and Hollis 1994).

National Forest Number of | Percent of | Percent Suitable
MTs MTs Habitat Surveyed

Apache-Sitgreaves 122 14.0 99
Carson 3 0.3 62
Cibola 43 5.0 41
Coconino 155 17.8 87
Coronado 108 12.4 49

Gila 197 22.7 50
Kaibab 6 0.7 96
Lincoln 126 14.5 90
Prescott 10 1.2 42

Santa Fe 33 3.8 44

Tonto 66 7.6 55
TOTAL 869 100

The Forest Service has converted some MTsinto PACs following the recommendations of the
Draft MSO Recovery Plan released in March 1995. The completion of theseconversions has
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typically been driven by project-level consultations with the Service and varies by National
Forest.

The Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments are located within the Upper Gila Mountains RU
as defined by the MSO Recovery Plan (USDI 1995). ThisRU isarelatively narrow band
bounded on the north by the Colorado Plateau RU and to the south by the Basin and Range West
RU. The southern boundary of this RU includes the drainages below the Mogollon Rim in
central and eastern Arizona. The eastern boundary extends to the Black, Mimbres, San Mateo,
and Magdalena Mountain ranges of New Mexico. The northern and western boundaries extend
to the San Francisco Peaks and Bill Williams Mountain north and east of Flagstaff, Arizona.
Thisisatopographically complex area consisting of steep foothills and high plateaus disseced
by deep forested drainages. This RU can be considered a "transition zone," because it isan
interface between two major biotic regions: the Colorado Plateau and Basin and Range Provinces
(Wilson 1969). Habitat within this RU is administered by the Kaibab, Coconino, Apache-
Sitgreaves, Tonto, Cibola, and Gila Nationa Forests. The north half of the Fort Apache and
northeast corner of the San Carlos Indian Reservations are located in the center of this RU and
contain an important habitat link between owl subpopulations at the western and eastern ends of
the RU and the subpopulations directly south within the Basin and Range West RU.

This RU consists of deep forested drainages on the Mogollon Plateau. Vegetation generdly
consists of pinyon/juniper woodland, ponderosa pingmixed conifer forest, some spruceffir forest,
and deciduous riparian forest in mid and lower elevation canyon habitat. Climateis
characterized by cold winters and over half the predpitation falls during the growing season.
Much of the mature stand component on the gentle slopes surrounding the canyons has been
partially or completely harvested. Most of the forest habitat on steeper ground that may serve as
M SO nesting habitat isin suitable condition. MSO are widely distributed and use a variety of
habitats within this RU. Owls most commonly nest and roost in mixed-conifer forests dominated
by Douglas fir and/or white fir and canyons with varying degrees of forest cover (Ganey and
Balda 1989; USDI 1995). Owls also nest and roost in ponderosa pine-Gambel oak forest, where
they aretypically found in stands containing well-developed understories of Gambel oak (USDI
1995).

This RU contains the largest known concentration of M SO with approximately 55% of known
MSO territories (USDI 1995). This RU islocated near the center of the MSO's range within the
United States and iscontiguous to four of the other five RUs within the United States. Because
of its central location and its large and relatively continuous spotted owl population, the MSO
Recovery Team believes tha the population in this RU could be uniqudy important to the overall
stability and persistence of the M SO population in the United States. Specifically, this
population could serve as the source population, providing immigrants to smaller, more isolated
populations in other RUs. Although the Recovery Team has no data on dispersal patterns or
movements between RUSs, the Recovery Team believes that this population should be maintained
at current levels and with at least the current level of connectivity within the RU (USDI 1995).
Significant discontinuities that develop in the MSO's distribution within this RU, and the loss of
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habitat to support the local sub-populaions, may compromise the recovery of the species.

ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE

The environmentd baseline includes past and present impacts of all Federal, State, or private
actionsin the action area, the anticipated impacts of all proposed Federal actionsin the action
areathat have undergone formal or early section 7 consultation, and the impact of State and
private actions which are contemporaneous with the consultation process. The environmental
baseline defines the current status of the species and its habitat to provide a platform to assess the
effects of the action now under consultation.

Status of the Mexican Spotted Owl and its Habitat in the Project Area

There are 32 PACs in the Mud-Tinny Allotment and all or portions of five PACs within the
Tinny Springs Allotment. These PACs have been located through surveys conducted since 1988.
The demography study beng conducted by Humboldt State University inventories nearly 90% of
the Mud-Tinny Allotment annualy.

Approximately 1700 acres (2%) of the Mud-Tinny Allotment consists of pine/oak and mixed
conifer habitats with slopes over 40%, meeting the definition of protected habitat as defined in
the Recovery Plan. These acres are associated with PACs and with steep slopes on the south side
of Mormon Mountain. The Tinny Springs Allotment contains 168 acres of protected pine/oak
habitat outside of PACs. Mixed conifer on slopes over 40% only occur within PACsin this
allotment. No loggng has occurred on slopes greater than 40% in ether allotment.

Restricted mixed conifer habitat is very limited in the Mud-Tinny Allotment. The magjority of the
remaining 74,000 acres of this allotment are pine/oak habitat and the Forest Service states that
they probably meet restricted habitat definitions, although exact cal culations have not been
conducted to date. Within this restricted habitat, stands meeting definitions for threshold and
target conditions are likely, although this analysis has not been conducted to date.

The Forest Service statesthat al of the PACs in both the Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs
Allotments have some range capecity. All PACswithin the Mud-Tinny Allotment have some
percentage of steep slope such that cattle are not likely to use. This percentage varies by PAC
with some PA Cs (040503 and 040507) having a high percentage of steep slope, and others
(040526 and 040533) being nearly 100% accessibleby livestock. In general, PACsin this
allotment are densely forested and have high canopy cover which limits forage production and
does not attract cattle. Small openingsin PACs can support high vegetative species diversity and
abundance, particularly in mixed conifer areas such as PACs 040432, 040504, and 040528. The
Forest Serviceindicates that grazing would be expected to be moderate if cattle access these
areas. Inthefive PACswithin the Tinny Springs Allotment, the areas grazed are more typical of
foraging habitat for the MSO. In these five PACs, the areas used by owls for nesting and
roosting are generally not utilized by livestock due to stegp slopes and dense canopy cover with
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minimal herbaceous understory.

The Forest Service has formally consulted on 198 timber sales and other projedsin Arizona and
New Mexico since August 1993. These projects have resulted in the anticipated incidental take
of 115 MSO. In addition, the Bureau of Indian Affairs has consulted on one timber sale on the
Navajo Reservation which resulted in an anticipated take of five MSO, and a highway
reconstruction which resulted in the anticipated incidental take of two MSO. The Federal
Highway Administration has consulted on one highway project that resulted in an undetermined
amount of incidental take. The take associated with this action will be determined following
further consultaion. Additionally, the biological opinion for the Kachina Peaks Wilderness
Prescribed Natural Fire (PNF) Plan (#2-21-94-F-220) determined thresholds for incidentd take
and direct take as follows: 1) one spotted ow! or one pair of spotted owl adults and/or associated
eggyjuveniles; 2) harm and harassment of spotted owls located in up to two PACs per yea; 3)
disturbance to spotted owls and habitat modification of atotal of seven PACs during the life of
the Kachina Bum Plan related to management ignited fire occurring in PACs for which the nest
site information is three or more years old; 4) harm and harassment of spotted owls and and
habitat caused by PNF for which adequate surveys have not been conducted, and; 5) harm and
harassment of spotted owls and habitat modification of up to one PAC and 500 acres of potential
nest/roost habitat caused by wildfire as an indirect result of PNF during the lifeof the Kachina
Burn Plan.

The Department of the Navy consulted on an observatory project with an anticipated take of one
MSO. Consultation with Langley Air Force Base (#2-22-96-F-334) for overflightsin both New
Mexico and Arizona concerning German Air Force operations at Holloman Air Force Base in
New Mexico (for flights over the southern half of New Mexico, southwest Texas, and 40 square
milesin eastern Arizona), determined that incidentd take of M SO would occur dueto
harrassment. The precise level of the take was impossible to predict due to lack of adequate data.
However, incidental take is considered to be exceaded if 5% of monitored PACs are believed to
have become nonfunctional through harassment from the overflight. Bandelier National
Monument (2-22-95-F-532) consulted on a prescribed fire project with an anticipated direct
mortality of one M SO and no more than one PAC buffer area burned.

EFFECTS OF THE ACTION

The Mexican Spotted Owl Recovery Plan specifically identifies overgrazing as a threat to the owl
in the Upper Gila Mountain Recovery Unit:

"Overgrazing is suspected to be detrimental in some areas and can affect both habitat
structure and the prey base. Effects on the prey base are difficult to quantify, but removal of
herbaceous vegetation can reduce both food and cover available to small mammals (Ward
and Block 1995). This may be especially true with respect to voles, which are often
associated with dense grass cove. Direct effects on habitat areobvious in some places,
particularly with respect to browsing on Gambel oak (Quercus gambeli). In some areas, oak
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is regenerating well but unableto grow beyond the sapling stege because of this
browsing....We do not attribute these effects solely to livestock. Forageresources are shared
by livestock and wild ungulates' (USDI 1995).

Grazing in MSO hahitat can affect habitat structure and composition, as well as food avalability
and diversity for the owl. However, predicting the magnitude of grazing effects requires a better
understanding of the relationship between owl habitat and grazing. The Mexican Spotted Owl
Recovery Plan (USDI 1995) summarizes the effeds of grazing to spotted owlsin four broad
categories: 1) altered prey availability, 2) atered susceptibility to fire, 3) degeneration of riparian
plant communities, and 4) impaired ability of plant communitiesto develop into spotted owl
habitat.

Based on existing data on the foraging behavior of Mexican spotted owls, a PAC would include
on average only 75% of the bird’sforagng range. Therefore, prey species abundance and habitat
suitability on, and adjacent to a PAC isimportant in assessing affects to the owl from livestock
grazing activities. The Servicehas concentrated our effects analysis on the PACs located within
the allotment. Spedfically, we have focused on springs and thar associated meadows as these
areas are likdy to providethe greatest diversity of prey species within PACs. Within both
alotments, seven PACs contain springs (see summary below). None of the springs are excluded
from cattle at thistime. The Forest Service indicates that these springs receive substantial use by
both cattle (when cattle are in the pasture) and elk throughout the year. Meadows are associated
with Mud, Weimer, and Mayflower Springs and Red Raspberry Tank. The Forest Service
indicates that the adverse effect determination for the MSO in the Mud-Tinny Allotment is due
primarily to the condition and use of Mud and Weimer Springs and their associated meadows.
Both of these PACs (040503 and 040532) are located on the slopes of Mormon Mountain and are
composed primarily of mixed conifer habitat. Both are located in the North Mormon Pasture.
The adverse effect determination for the Tinny Allotment is due to the condition and use of Mint
Springs located within PAC 040523, within the South Tinny Pasture, in both the Mud-Tinny and
Tinny Springs Allotments.

PAC Name and # Spring

Sawmill Springs (040409) Sawmill Springs
Red Raspberry (040503) Mud Springs

lowa Camp (040504) lowa Camp Spring
Bristow Tank (040518) Bristow Spring

Mint Spring (040523) Mint Spring

Weimer Springs (040532) Weimer Springs
Lockwood (040541) L ockwood/Mayflower

According to Green (in litt. November 20, 1998) the fence at Weamer Spring will bemodified in
fiscal year 1999. This springis currently fenced with 4-strand barbed wirewhich restricts
motorized vehicle and cattle access when the gates are closed. Ungulate usewithin the meadow
and spring areaiis resulting in excessive loss of vegetation, soil, and spring channel downcutting
and compaction. The Forest Service will move the existing fence closer to the spring and



Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments 24

eliminate cattle use from the spring and meadow area (approximately 2-3 acres). The tank
located adjacent to the spring may be completely or partially available to livestock. The Forest
Service expects vegetative and soil conditions of the spring and associated meadow to improve
with livestock exclosure, thus providing an indirect benefit to cover dependent prey spedes of
the MSO. Wild ungulate use will not be excluded.

Green (in litt. November 20, 1998) indicates that a pole fence and barbed wire fence will be
installed at Mud Springsin fiscal year 1999. The Mud Springs area consists of a tank adjacent to
a 15 acre meadow. A two-track road islocated along the side of thetank and meadow leading to
dispersed camping sitesin the forest. Much of the pasture in which Mud Spring islocated is
heavily forested so it is not unexpected to find cattle and other ungul ates concentratingin the
meadow area and associated tank. The result of historical and current concentrated livestock and
wildlife use combined with ATV use and camping use in the meadow has resulted in significant
compaction and reduction in vigor and density of meadow vegetation. A pole fence will be
located adjacent to the roads and a barbed wire fence will be woven through the trees. A portion
of the tank will be fenced allowing cattle access on the one side when they are in the pasture.
The net effect will be to eliminate cattle and motorized vehicle use from about 15 acres of the
meadow, while leaving approximately 5 acres unfenced (pers.comm. H. Green). The road
through the meadow will not be closed and non-motorized recreational use would still be
possible (in litt. February 23, 1999).The Forest Service expects an improvement in vegetation
density and vigor and soil condition with livestock exclusion from thisarea. Wild ungulate use
will not be restricted.

The effects of livestock and wild ungulate grazing on the habitat of spotted owl prey speciesisa
complex issue. Impacts can vary according to grazing species; degree of use, including numbers
of grazers, grazing intensity, grazing frequency, and timing of grazing; habitat type and structure;
and plant or prey species composition. It iswell documented and intuitive that repditive,
excessive grazing of plant communiti es by livestock can significantly dter plant speci es density,
composition, vigor, regeneration, above or below ground phytomass, soil properties, nutrient
flow, water quality, and ultimately lead to desertification when uncontrolled (USDI 1995).

Prey availability is determined by the distribution, abundance, and diversity of prey and by the
ow!’ s ability to captureit. Diet studies conducted on Mexican spotted owls have indicated that
prey spedes of the owl include woodrats (Neotoma spp.), white-footed mice (Peromyscus spp.),
voles (Microtus and Cleithrionomys spp.), rabbits and hares (Sylvilagus and Lepus spp.), pocket
gophers (Thomomys spp.), other mammals including a variety of bats, birds, insects, and reptiles.
Ward and Block (1995) report that rangewide, 90% of an "average" Mexican spotted owl diet
would contain 30% woodrats; 28% peromyscid mice; 13% arthropods; 9% microtine voles; 5%
birds; and 4% medium-sized rodents, mogly diurnal saurids. These rangewide pattems,
however, are not consistent among M SO Recovery Units as data indicates significant differences
in owl diets among geographic location (Ward and Block 1995). Ganey (1992) conducted a

M SO prey study between 1984-1990 in Arizona and found tha woodrats, white-footed mice and
voles accounted for 59-88% of total biomass. He found that in northern Arizona, MSO ate fewer
woodrats and more volesin mesic high elevation forest areas. In mixed conifer habitat of the
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San Francisco Peaks he found the following percentages of prey biomass in the diet of the owl:
49.1% woodrats; 15% voles; 12.5% peromyscid mice; 9.1% pocket gophers; 6.7% rabbits; 4.4%
other medium mammds; 3.1% birds; and 0.1% arthropods.

Specific studies that document the effects of livestock and wildlife (e.g., elk, deer) grazing on
spotted owl habitat have not been conducted. Grazing can alter a plant community through direct
alteration such as plant removal by consumption or trampling, and indirectly through the loss of
seed source or through damagi ng the soil. Moderateto heavy grazing can reduce plant diversity,
cover, biomass, vigor and regeneration ability (USDI 1995). Livestock adivity can dso increase
duff layers, accelerate decomposition of woody material, produce compacted soils, and damage
stream banks and channels. These changes to the bicatic and physical landscapes dso affects
plant community composition, structure, and vigor. If these changes occur in or near areas used
by spotted owls, then grazing can influence the owl (USDI 1995).

Both cattle and wild ungulates effect riparian and meadow environments. These effects have both
direct and indirect adverse impacts on animal species that are dependent on plants for food and
cover. Within semi-arid rangelands, studies indicate that cattle favor riparian areas over upland
areas. Riparianareas may provide an important source of food, especially in drier seasons
(Trimble and Mendel 1995). However, moderate to light grazing can benefit some plant and
animal species under certain conditions and in certain environments, maintain communities in
certain seral stages, and may increase primary productivity (Ward and Block 1995).

Livestock can affect small mammals directly by trampling burrows and compacting soil or
competing for food, or indirectly by altering the structure or species composition of the
vegetation in a manner that influences habitat selection by small mammals. Vegetative cover is
often greatly reduced on grazed relative to ungrazed areas, and vegetation typically appears more
densein ungrazed areas (Hayward et al. 1997). Bock (1994) reported that small mammal species
that prefer habitats with substantial ground cover were more abundant on their ungrazed site,
whereas species that prefer open habitats were more abundant on a grazed site in their study area
in southern Arizona.

Prey that positively influences owl survival, reprodudion, or numbers may increase the liklihood
of persistence of MSO populations (USDI 1995). Male owls must provide enough food to their
female mates during incubation and brooding to prevent abandonment of nests or young;
accordingly, ecologists suspect that spotted owls select habitats partially because of the
availability of prey (Ward and Block 1995). In two studiesin Arizonaand New Mexico, Ward
and Block (1995) found that the owl’ s food resources are quite variable among vegetative
communities through time. In the communities they studied, summer prey biomass aranged in
descending order indicated: meadows> mixed conifer forests>ponderosa pine/pinyon
juniper/oak woodlands>ponderosa pine/Gambel oak forest. Rearranging the same communities
according to winter prey biomass indicates. meadows>ponderosapine/pinyon juniper/oak
woodlands>ponderosa pine/Gambel oak forest>mixed conifer forest. Results of both studies
indicate that the owl’ s food is most abundant during the summer months when young are being
raised. Decreasesin prey biomass occur from late fall through the winter. Seasonal decreases
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like these are typical of small mammal populations. Ward and Block (1995) state that conditions
that increase winter food resources will likely improve conditionsfor the owl because this will
increase the liklihood of egg laying and decrease the rate of nest abandonment. Thus, food
availability in the winter aswell asin the summer isimportant for owl reproduction.

Some knowledge exists regarding the effects tha livestock grazing can have on smdl mammals
frequently consumed by spotted owls, and regarding mesic or montane plant communities
inhabited by the owl's prey. Based on studiesconducted in other areas of the United States,
Ward and Block (1995) indicate that under heavy grazing, decreases in populations of voles
would be expected, and this would improve conditions for deer mice in meadow habitat. Deer
mice are associated with areas containing little herbaceous cover and extensive exposed soil.
Whereas long-tailed and Mexican voles use sites with less exposed ground and greater
herbaceous cover. Incressesin deer mouse abundance in meadows would not offse decreasesin
vole numbers because voles provide greater biomass per individual and per unit of area (Ward
and Block 1995). Such decreasescould negativdy influence spotted owlsin theUpper Gila
Mountains Recovery Unit where voles are common prey or used as alternative food sources
when other prey species are diminished (Ward and Block 1995).

The abundance of small mammalsin grazed versus ungrazed areas has been documented.
Hayward et al. (1997) found that total abundance of small mammals differed significantly
between grazed and ungrazed plots, with the mean abundance of small mammals per census
about 50% higher on plots from which livestock were excluded. The abundance of small
mammals in the diet of spotted owls has been related to reproduction. Ward and Block (1995)
suggested that the owl's reproductive success was not influenced by a single prey species, but by
many species in combination. None of the specific prey groups significantly influenced owl
reproductive success, but rather, they concluded it was more likely that the owl's reproductive
success was influenced by tatal prey biomass consumed in agven year, rather than by asingle
prey spedes. More young were produced when moderae to high amounts of the three most
common prey groups (woodrats, peromyscid mice, and voles) were consumed.

Optimal foraging theory predicts that predators consume prey providing the greatest energetic
benefit-to-cod ratio (Krebs 1978). Theoreticdly, selection of larger prey should provide parents
with an energetic surplus enabling them to meet theincreased energy demands associated with
producing young (White 1996). Thrailkill and Bias (1989) and White (1996) found that the diet
of California and northern spotted owls that successfully fledged young differed significantly in
terms of prey size from the diet of owls that failed to fledge young. Specifically, White (1996)
found the northern spotted owls which successfully fledged young ate signifi cantly more large
prey items (Neotoma spp.) than unsuccessful owls. Unsuccessfully breeding owls consumed
more medium and small prey (Glaucomys sSpp, Arborimus spp., Clethrionomys Spp., Peromyscus
spp., Microtus spp) which White related back to the increased energetic demands of transporting
prey back to acentra place such as anest thereby resulting i n an ener geti c trade-off. Ultimately,
this would cause spotted owls to suspend breeding in agven year if food fell below levels
necessary to maintain adult energy requirements. Thrailkill and Bias (1989) found that
successful breeding in California spotted owls was correlated to adiet consisting of a greater
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relative proportion of large mammal prey. Thrailkill and Bias (1989) indicate that they were
unable to infer whether their results indicated a preferential selection of large mammal prey by
breeding pairs or greater availability of large mammal prey within territories of breeding pars.
Ward (1990) found a different pattern for northern spotted owls. He found that large prey was
taken in relativdy equal frequency by breeding and nonbreeding owls, presumably because
woodrats were a common food resource for owls regardless of breading status. Barrows (1987)
found shifts by breeding spotted owls to larger prey items post-hatching which contrasted with
the opposite trend in non-breeding owls, supporting a hypothesis of preferential predation on
larger prey by breeding pairs. Zabd et al. (1995) found that home range size of northern spotted
owlsisinfluenced by density of food and patterns of dispersion. Specifically, they found that
owls preying on the larger woodrat (Neotoma) did not need to forage as widely as owls preying
on flying squirrels (Glaucomys sabrinus) in order to meet their energy requirements.

It isevident that both abundanceand biomass of individual prey aswell as prey species diversity
isimportant for om reproduction. If adequate prey exist for owlsin a PAC it will likely increase
the probability of reproductive success and decrease energy depletion by allowing successful
foraging to occur closer to the nest site. Both in the summer and winter, meadows provide the
greatest biomass for MSO prey (Ward and Block 1995).

Monitoring of the seven PACs within one or both of the allotments containing springs and
associated meadows since 1987 is asfollows (PAC Summary Report for Mormon Lake; pers.
comm. Heather Green). No information exists for these PACs prior to 1987.

PAC # 040409 PAC #040503 PAC # 040504 PAC # 040518
1987 - NI O-NU NI NI
1988 - NI O-NY M-NU NI
1989 - 2Y 2Y 2Y 1Y
1990 - O-NU O-NU O-NU NI
1991 - 1Y 2Y 2Y 1Y
1992 - 2Y O-NF O-NF 2Y
1993 - 1Y, 2YD O-NY O-NY 1Y
1994 - A O-NU O-NU O-NN
1995 - M-NU F-NU F-NU NG
1996 - A M-NU NR NR
1997 - A NR NR NR
1998 - O, nest failed, O-NN NR NI
adult male found dead

PAC # 040523 PAC # 040532 PAC #040541

1987 - NI NI NI

1988 - NI NI NI

1989 - NI NI NI
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1990 - O-NY NI NI
1991 - 2Y NI NI
1992 - O-NN M NI
1993 - 3Y O-NN NI
1994 - O-NN O-NF NI
1995 - 1Y A O-NN
1996 - O-NU M-NN O-NN
1997 -1YD O-NN O-NN
1998 - A NR 3Y

(NI=no information; Y=young; Y D=young dead; NU=nesting unknown; O=occupied; NR=no
response; NN=non-nesting; NF=nest failed; M=mde; F=female; A=absent)

The past condition of the springs and associated meadows of Weimer, Mud and Mint Springs are
likely to have been similar to their current condition. It isimpossible to draw direct correlations
between reproductive success in these three PACs (040503, 040532 and 040523) and grazing in
the springs and meadows. Reproduction in these PACs has varied over the past seven to 12
years. Thelast year owls successfully reproduced in the Red Rapberry PAC (040503) wasin
1991. Lessinformation isavailable for the Weimer Springs PAC (040532) where owls have
only been known for the last seven years In this PAC, degite presence inmost years, the owls
have not nested and in 1994 the nest failed. Reproduction in the Mint Springs PAC (040523) has
been more successful, with six young produced since 1990, including tripletsin 1993. Gutierrez
et al. (1998) have shown a 10% decline in the population of MSO in the Upper GilaRU each
year between 1991 and 1997 (90% of the PACs in these allotments are located within this study
area). Although the reasons for these declines are unknown, they are of concern to the Service.

The Recovery Plan provides explicit goals for managing grazing in protected and restricted
habitat. These indude: Monitoring use by livestock and wildlifein “key grazing areas.” These
areas are primarily riparian areas, meadows and oak types; Maintai ning good to excellent range
conditions in key areas while accommodating the needs of the owl and its prey; implement and
enforce grazing utilizations standards that would &tain good to excellent range conditions within
the key grazing area; establish maximum allowable use levels tha are conservative and that will
expedite attaining and maintaining good to excellent range conditions; ensure that the allovable
use of plant species will maintain plant diversity, density, vigor, and regeneration over time;
restore adequate levels of residual plant cover, fruits, seeds, and regeneration to provide for the
needs of prey species, and restore good conditions to degraded riparian communities.

Within conifer forests, grazing can remove or greatly reduce grasses and forbs, thereby dlowing
large numbers of conifer seedlings to become established because of reduced competition for
water and nutrients. Establishment of seedling conifers coupled with the reduction in light
ground fuels (e.g., grasses and forbs) may act with fire suppression to contribute to building of
fuelsin the forest, alter forest gructure, and decrease the potential for benefiaal low-intensity
ground fireswhile increasing the risk of catastrophic fire (USDI 1995). Oak regeneration may
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also be affected by grazing. Wickham (in Zitz. December 8, 1998) reports that monitoring of
livestock in the Mud-Tinny Allotment previous to 1998 found foraging of Gambel oak leaves to
be significant particularly in dry years. Heindicates that if such foraging were to be high it may
effect oak reproduction. Thiswas not observed in 1998 presumably due to high precipitation
levels.

Monitoring indicates utilization levelsis excess of 50% in meadows and spring areas (Wickham
and Hannemann, in litt. October 31, 1997, Wickham, in litt. December 8 1998). The Forest
Service plans to fence Weimer and Mud Springs and their associated meadows from livestock
and motorized reareation use in 1999. The Service believes thiswill assig in allowing these
areas to maintain more ground cover for MSO prey paticularly in the late summer and fall when
the livestock havetraditionally used these aress. Some adverse effects to M SO assodated with
these PACsisstill likely however, even with proposed fencing at Weimer and Mud Springs, due
to their current condition resulting from past overuse, as well as from the use of these meadows
and springs by wild ungulates in both the past and the future. Good to excellent range conditions
are not being managed for in these key areas located within PACs, as the Recovery Plan
recommends. Proposed plant frequency monitoring as described by the Forest Service (in litt.
February 23, 1999) will be usdul for determining if utilization exceeds 40% on the North
Mormon Mountain Pasture, but will only affect aremoval of cattleif tha utilization level is
reached in the pine/oak monitoring plots. Itislikely that use in small meadows in this pasture
may reach 40% utilization before pine/oak sites,. Thus, given the importance of small meadows
for MSO prey species, utilization in excess of that recommended in the Recovery Plan islikely in
these areas. The Service believes that the failure of adequate range conditions and cover to be
maintained at Weimer and Mud Springs, as well as at Red Raspberry Tank may affect the ability
of MSO in these two PACs to successfully produce young.

In addition, utilization monitoring at Mint Springs in 1996 indicated use of between 40-60%in
the early part of the season and then an increase to >60% later in the season. The Forest States
that although 1996 was a drought year, similar use has been documented in prior years as well.
The South Tinny Pasture in which Mint Springsislocated, is used each year for a period of two
and a half months between June and mid-September by the 40 head associated with the Tinny
Springs Allotment. This pasture recei ves additi onal use every other year for aperiod of 21 days
in early June through July from the 1232 yearlings associated with the Mud-Tinny Allotment.
The Service' s concerns relate to the time of use (during the M SO breeding season) and the use of
this pasture by both the Tinny Springs and Mud-Tinny livestock. This pasture receives no rest
and is grazed by both herds every other year. The wet area associated with Mint Springsislong
and narrow and perhaps thisis the reason it has not been fenced to date. The Service believes
that in drought years, utilization is likely to be very high aswas evidenced in1996. Thisuseis
exacerbated by wild ungulate use aswell. Proposed plant frequency monitoring as described byt
the Forest Service (in litt. February 23, 1999) at Mint Spring will not trigger renoval of livestock
if utilization reached 40%, as the Forest Service proposed only to use utilization monitoring at
the pine/oak sitesin the South Tinny Pasture. Mint Springs and its associated meadow is likely
to continue to receive utilization levels of 60% or more by two herds of livestock The Service
believes such use of Mint Springs may be a detriment to M SO reproduction in the Mint Springs
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PAC (040523).

The Service does not believe that the Forest Service' s proposal to reduce utilization levels from
50% to 40% in the North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs Pastures where the three
PACs of concern are located (in /itt. February 23, 1999) meets theintent of the Amended Forest
Plan which was devel oped to implement the M SO Recovery Plan and address concerns for other
species. The Forest Service staes“We don't fed that the AllowableUse Table in the Forest
Land Management Plan is appropriate or meaningful for thesetwo allotments because of the
inaccurate data from the Parker Three Step range condition classification and because the grazing
systems from the table do not apply” (in litt. February 23, 1999). The Allowable Use Table
presented in the Record of Decision was an attempt by the Forest Service to implement the
recommendations of the Recovery Plan which states: “implement and enforce grazing utilizations
standards that would attain good to excellent range conditions within key grazingareas’ and
“establish maximum allowable use levels that are conservative and that will expedite attaining
and maintaining good to excellent range conditions.” Site-specific monitoring indicates clearly
that utilization levelsin “key areas’ such as meadows and riparian areas have been in excess of
50%. While the Service supports the Forest Service' s increased monitoring effort and improved
strategy for determining range condition, we do not believe proposed utilizationlevels of 40% in
the two pastures is supported by spite-specific monitoring and therefore does not meet the intent
of the Recovery Plan to maintain good to excellent range conditions. In addition, the use of only
the pine/oak utilization monitoring results to indicate when cattle should be removed from the
North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs Pastures does not address the concern for
small meadows. It isevident that over-utilization of meadows and riparian areas have been of
concern since the early 1980s (in litt. February 23, 1999).

In summary, the Service believes that reproductive success of M SO associated with three PACs
(Red Raspberry, Weimer Springs and Mint Springs), may be negatively effected due to the high
utilization by ungulates within springs and meadows within these PACs. These three PACs are
located within the North Mormon Mountan and South Tinny Springs Pastures Good to
excellent range conditions are not being managed for in these key areas as the Recovery Plan
recommends. Range condition information for both alotments was collected over 30 years ago
and indicated “fair” and “poor” conditions. The Mud-Tinny Springs Environmental Assessment
(1995) recognized that poor conditions and overutilization of riparian and meadow areasstill
exist as aresult of both livestock and wild ungulate use. Current utilization monitoring
caculates overall utilization in a pasture which dilutesthe actua use level swithin key aress. It
iswell known that these key areas receive utilization by ungulates that exceed the recommended
50% utilization leveds for the pastures. These effeds are aggravated by ungulate useand it is
unclear if livestock fencing alone, as proposed, will alleviate concerns. The Service does not
believe an adequate analysis or justification of the 40% utilization level has been conducted. We
have concentrated our effects analysis primarily to the North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny
Springs Pastures, but it is likely that good to excellent range conditions are not being maintained
in key areas within other pastures. We strongly advocate the application of the at |east the intent
of the Allowable Use Guide located in the Record of Decision for the Amended Forest Plans
(1996) in the absence of more spedfic analysis for this allotment.
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CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

Cumulative effeds include the effects of future State, local or privéae actions that are reasonably
certain to occur in the action area considered in this biological opinion. Future Federa actions
are subject to the consultation requirements established under section 7, and, therefore, are not
considered cumulative in the proposed action. In past Biological Opinions, it has been stated
that, “ Becauseof the predominant occurrences o M SO on Federal lands, and because of the role
of the respective Federal agenciesin administering the habitat of the M SO, actions to be
implemented in the future by non-Federal entities on non-Federd lands are considered of minor
impact.” However, there has been arecent increase of harvest activities on non-Federal lands
within the range of the MSO. In addition, future actions within or adjacent to the project area
that are reasonably certain to occur include urban development, road building and widening, land
clearing, tral construction, and other associated actions. Theseactivities have the potential to
reduce the quality of M SO neging, roosting, and foraging habitat, and cause disturbance to
breeding M SO, and would contribute as cumulative effects to the proposed action.

CONCLUSION

After reviewing the current status of the Mexican spotted owl, the environmental baseline for the
action area, the effects of the proposed actions, and the cumulative effects, it is the Service's
biological opinion that the Mud Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments asproposed, is not likdy to
jeopardize the continued existence of the MSO. Designated critical habitat for this species has
been revoked, therefore; none will be affected.

INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT

Section 9 of the Act and Federal regulation pursuant to section 4(d) of the Act prohibit the take
of endangered and threatened species, respectively, without special exemption. Take is defined
asto harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trgp, capture or cdlect, or to attempt to
engage in any such conduct. Harm is furthe defined by FWS to include significant habitat
modification or degradation that results in death or inury to listed species by sgnificantly
impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding, or sheltering. Harasis
defined by FWS as intentional or negligent actions that create the likelihood of injury to listed
species to such an extent as to significantly disrupt normal behavior patterns which include, but
are not limited to, breeding, feeding or sheltering. Incidental take is defined astake that is
incidental to, and not the purpose of, the carrying out of an otherwise lavful activity. Under the
terms of section 7(b)(4) and section 7(0)(2), taking that isincidental to and not intended as part
of the agency action is not considered to be prohibited taking under the Act provided that such
taking isin compliance with the termsand conditions of this Incidental Take Statement.

The measures described below are non-discretionary, and must be undertaken by the (agency) so
that they become binding conditions of any grant or permit issued to the (applicant), as
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appropriate, for the exemption in sedion 7(0)(2) to apply. The (agency) has a continuing duty to
regulate the ectivity covered by thisincidental take statement. If the(agency) (1) failsto assume
and implement the terms and conditions or (2) fails to require the (applicant) to adhere to the
terms and conditions of the incidentd take statement through enforceable terms that are added to
the permit or grant document, the protective coverage of section 7(0)(2) may lapse. In order to
monitor the impact of incidental take, the (agency or applicant) must report the progress of the
action and its impact on the species to the Service as specified in the incidental take statement.
[50 CFR 8402.14(i)(3)]

For the purposes of consideration of incidental take of M SO from the proposed action under
consultation, incidental take can be broadly defined as either the dired mortality of individual
birds, or the alteration of habitat that affects thebehavior (i.e. breeding or foraging) of birdsto
such a degree that the birds are considered lost as viable members of the population and thus
“taken.” They may fail to breed, fail to successfully rear young, raise less fit young, or desert the
area becauseof disturbance or because habita no longer meetsthe owl’s needs.

In past Biological Opinions, the management territory was used to quantify incidental take
thresholds for MSO (see Biological Opinions provided by the Service to the Forest Service from
August 23, 1993 through 1995). The current section 7 consultation policy provides for inddental
take if an activity compromises the integrity of aPAC. Actions outside PACswill generally not
be considered incidental take, except in cases when area that may support owls have not been
adequately surveyed.

Amount or extent of take

The Service anticipates that take of Mexican spotted owl will be difficult to detect because
finding a dead or impaired specimen is unlikely. However, the levd of incidental take can be
anticipated by the loss of essential elementsin the habitat that would affect the reproductive
success of the species. The primary type of take expected to result from grazing on the Mud-
Tinny and Tinny Springs Allotments is through harm by the reduction of suitability of the habitat
for prey species, thus limiting the availability of prey for owls. Thiswould impair the ability of
Mexican spotted owl adults to successfully raise young. The Service anticipates that incidental
take will occur to one pair of Mexican spotted owls and their young associated with each of the
following PACs. Weimer Springs (040532), the Red Raspberry (040503), and Mint Springs
(040523), for atotal of three pairs.

The Service has defined incidentd take in terms of habitat characteristics, and has used surrogate
measures to identify when take has been exceeded. The Serviceconcludes that incidental take of
Mexican spotted owls from the proposed actions will be considered to be exceeded if the
following conditions are met:

1. Required monitoring and reporting of utilization levels(livestock and wild ungulates) aswell
as written justification for desired conditions for the six key area plots located in PACs are
not completed within the designated time frames.
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2. Using key area monitoring in each pasture, utilization levels of 40% in the North Mormon
Mountain Pasture and/or South Tinny Springs Pasture are exceeded by 10% or more in any
one year, in either the pineor meadow plots.

If, during project activities, the amount of extent of take is exceeded, the Forest Service must
reinitiate consultation with the Service immediately to avoid violation of section 9. Operations
must be stopped in the interim period between the initiation and compl etion of the new
consultation if it is determined that theimpact of the additional taking will cause an irrevasible
or adverse impact on the species, as required by 50 CFR 402.14(i). An explanation of the causes
of the taking will be provided to the Service.

Effect of the take

In the accompanying biological opinion, the Service determined that this level of anticipated take
isnot likely toresult in jeopardy to the spedes.

Reasonable and prudent measures

Regulations (50 CFR 8402.02) implementing section 7 of the Act define reasonable and prudent
alternatives as alternative actions, identified during formal consultation, that: (1) can be
implemented in a manner consistent with the intended purpose of the action; (2) can be
implemented consistent with the scope of the action agency's legal authority and jurisdiction; (3)
are economically and technologically feasible; and (4) would, the Service believes, avoid the
likelihood of jeopardizing the continued existence of listed species or resulting in the destruction
or adverse modification of critical habitat.

The Service believes the following reasonable and prudent measures are necessary and
appropriate to minimize the take of MSO:

1. Implement and enforce grazing restrictions at springs and associated meadows in PACs
within the North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs Pastures.

2. Monitor grazing use by livestock and wildlife inkey grazing areas (riparian areas,
meadows, oak types) (USDI 1995) in the North Mormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs
Pastures. Report findings to the Service on ayearly basis through the year 2002 -2003 (or
until the alotment management plan (AMP) is compl eted).

Terms and conditions

In order to beexempt from the prohibitions of section 9 of the ESA, the Forest Service must
comply with the following terms and conditions, which implement the reasonable and prudent
measures described above and outline required reporting/monitoring requirements These terms
and conditions are non-discretionary.
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The following terms and conditions are necessary to implement the reasonable and prudent
measures. Theseactions have been identified by the Forest Service as either actions they plan to
completein fiscal year 1999, or in their monitoring plan for the two allotments. The Service
reiterates these actions in order to emphasize their importance.

Terms and conditions to implement reasonable and prudent measure 1:

1.1  Modify the current fence at Weimer Springs to protect the springitself and wet area
below the spring. Prohibit livestock grazing within thisarea. This modification shall
be completed prior to any livestock use of the North Mormon Mountain Pasture.

1.2  Ingtal livestock-proof fencing at Mud Springs such that the spring and a portion of
the tank are protected from livestock use and such that the majority of the meadow is
no longer impacted by either livestock or dispersed recreation use (other than light
impact use such as tent camping). Fence installation will be completed as early in the
season as possible to reduce impacts caused by motorized vehicles, and it must be
completed prior to livestock use of the North Mormon Pasture.

1.3  Both permittees (Mud-Tinny and Tinny Springs) will herd cattle out of Mint Spring
and its associated meadow to ensurean even distribution of livestock in the South
Tinny Pasture.

Terms and conditions to implement reasonable and prudent measure 2:

2.1  Each year, complete compliance monitoring, dlotment inspections, range readiness
assessments, rangeland utilization monitoring. Complete all aspects of long-term
monitoring such as forage production surveys, condition and trend monitoring
(particularly measurements of the permanent range cluster transects), soil and riparian
conditions, and evaluation of watershed conditions at least once prior to completion
of the allotment management plan.

2.2  Ensurethat allowable use monitoring is conducted by the permittee and ensure tha
Forest Service personnel check such monitoring no less than once a month when
livestock arein a pasture.

2.3 Identify locations of the key areas and key speciesin both the North Mormon
Mountain and South Tinny Springs Pastures as outlined in the February 23, 1999,
letter to the Service and provide this information to the Service prior to the issuance
of the 1999 Annual Operating Plan. Key areas should include meadows, riparian
areas, and oak types.

24  Addan additional key area manitoring plot in the South Tinny Springs Pasture; locate
it inasmall grassy opening inside the Mint Springs PAC. If such a site cannot be
located, place the monitoring plot in opening within restricted habitat as close to the
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25

2.6

2.7

2.8

Mint Springs PAC as possible.

Fully document the methodology applied in the plant frequency monitoring described
in the February 23, 1999, letter to the Service. Provide thisto the Service upon
completion.

Livestock will be removed immediately from the South Tinny Springs Pasture, which
is used by both herds, when 25% utilization is reached in either the pine/oak
monitoring site or the small opening monitoring site within the Mint Springs PAC.
Conduct formal monitoring of the Mint Springs PAC for all years these utilization
levels are applied in the Pasture, until the year 2003 or until the AMP is completed.
Demography study monitoring completed by Humbol dt State University meets the
intent of formal monitoring.

Within the North Mormon Pasture, place key area monitoring plots in meadows that
are not excluded from livestock grazing; if 40% utilization is reached inany plot,
livestock will be removed from the pasture.

All monitoring required as part of thisincidental take statement, and reporting of the
effectiveness of the terms and conditions shall be completed annually (calendar year
or grazing year), and submitted to the Arizona Ecologicd Services Field Office at
least 30 days prior to the issuance of the Annual Operating Plan. Signature
responsibility for this annual report shall be the appropriate journey-level specialist(s).
This report shall summarize for the previous calendar year: 1) application and
effectiveness of the terms and conditions; 2) documentation of direct take, if any; 3)
utilization monitoring summary and analysis; 4) justification for the desired condition
definitions for the six key area plots located in Weimer, Mint, and Red Raspberry
PACs, and 5) any suggestions for improving how terms and conditions are to be
applied. If, at any time, expected monitoring results arenot accomplished (e.g.,
utilization levels exceeded, monitoringis not completed on schedule) report these
findings and any corrective adions taken to the Service as soon as possible, but within
at least 15 days.

The reasonable and prudent measures, with their implementing terms and conditions, are
designed to minimizeincidental take that might otherwise result from the proposed action. With
implementation of these measures, the Service believes that no more than one pair of spotted
owls and/or their associated young associated with the Mint Springs PAC (040523) will be
incidentally taken. If, during the course of the action, this level of incidental take is exceeded,
such incidental take would represent new information requiring review of the reasonableand
prudent measures provided. The Forest Service must immediately provide an explanation of the
causes of the taking and review with the Service the need for possible modification of the
reasonable and prudent measures.
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Notice: While the incidental take statement provided in this consultation satisfies the requirement
of the Endangered Species Act, as amended, it does not constitute an exemption from the
prohibitions of take of listed migratory birds under the more restrictive provisions of the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

DISPOSITION OF DEAD, INJURED, OR SICK SPOTTED OWLS

Upon locating a dead, injured, or sick spotted owl, initial notification must be made to the
Service' s Law Enforcement Office, Federal Building, Room 8, 26 North McDonald, Mesa,
Arizona (telephone: 602/835-8289) within three working days of its finding. Written notification
must be made within five calendar days and should include the date, time, and location of the
animal, a photograph, if possible, and any other pertinent information. The notification shall be
sent to the Law Enforcement Office with a copy to this office. Care must be taken in handling
sick or injured anmals to ensure effective treatment and care, andin handling speamens to
preserve the bidogical materid in the set possible date. If possible, the remains of intact owl(s)
shall be provided to this office. If the remains of the owl(s) are not intact or are not collected, the
information noted above shall be obtained and the carcass left in place. Injured animals should
be transported to a qualified veterinarian by an authorized biologist. Should the treated owl(s)
survive, the Service should be contacted regarding the final disposition of the animal.

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS

Section 7(a)(1) of ESA directs Federal agenciesto utilize their authorities to further the purposes
of ESA by carryingout conservation programs for the benefit of endangered and threaened
species. Conservation recommendaions are discretionary agency activities to minimize or avoid
adverse effects of a proposed action on listed species or critical habitat, to help implement
recovery plans, or to develop information.

1. Ingtall afence at Mint Springs and a portion of the linear meadow associated with the spring,
or rest the South Tinny Springs Pasture until such atime asthe fenceisinstalled. Dueto the
potential cost of such an effort, werecommend pursuing alternativefunding sources.

2. Implement a deferred or rest rotation grazing system for the Tinny Springs herd in South
Tinny Springs Pasture.

3. Install afence at Red Raspberry Tank to reduce impacts from recreationists.

4. Develop and initiate studies to gain a comprehensive understanding of how grazing afects
the habitat of theMexican spotted owl and its prey species.

5. Develop utilization standards for local geographic areas and habitat types, particularly in key
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habitat types such as riparian areas, meadows, and pine/oak and mixed conifer forests, that
incorporate allowable use levels based on current range conditions, key species, and the type
of grazing system and standards which will accomplish moving rangeland conditions to good
to excellent in the most expedient manner possible.

6. Apply a40% or lower utilization standard across all pasturesin the Mud-Tinny and Tinny
Springs Al lotments (excluding the North M ormon Mountain and South Tinny Springs
Pastures which have already been discussed).

7. Conduct formal or informal M SO monitoring of the Red Raspberry, Mint Springs and
Weimer Springs PA Cs between 1999 and completion of the AMP.

8. Theissues of high utilization levelsin both allotments and double-use of the South Tinny
Springs Pasture should be addressed in detail in the upcoming AMP.

9. Do not double-enter the South Tinny Springs Pasture. This pasture should only beused by
one year each year, not two asit iscurrently.

10. Install elk-proof fencing & Mud and Wiemer Springs in coordination with the ArizonaGame
and Fish Department.

In order for the Service to be kept informed of actions minimizing or avoiding adverseeffects or
benefitting listed species or their habitats, the Service requests notification of the implementation
of any conservation recommendations.

REINITIATION - CLOSING STATEMENT

This concludes formal consultation on the action outlined in the this biological opinion. As
provided in 50 CFR 8402.16, reinitiation of formal consultation is required where discretionary
Federal agency involvement or control over the action has been retained (or is authorized by law)
and if: (1) the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded; (2) new information reveals
effects of the agency action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an
extent not considered in this opinion; (3) the agency action is subsequently modified in a manner
that causes an effect to the listed ecies or critical habitat that was not considered inthis
opinion; or (4) anew speciesislisted or critical habitat designated that may be dfected by the
action. Ininstances where the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded, any operations
causing such take must cease pending reinitiation.

The Service appreciates your consideration of threatened and endangered species in amendment
development. For further information, please contact Michele James or Bruce Palmer. Please
refer to the consultation number 2-21-96-F-059 in future correspondence conceming this project.

Sincerely,
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/s Davel.Harlow
Field Supervisor

cc: Field Supervisor, Fish and Wildlife Service, New Mexico Field Office, Albuquerque, NM
Forest Biologist, Coconino National Forest, Flagstaff, AZ (attn: Cecilia Dargan)

Director, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, AZ

Mud-Tinny Allotment.BOMAJ:
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